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ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Faculty Senate 
April 9, 1984 
1329 
Gerald L Peterson 
Library 
1. Remarks from Vice President and Provost Martin. 
CALENDAR 
2. 362 Report from the University Committee on Curricula and the Graduate 
Council. (Copies of report have been sent to all Senators and are 
available in the administrative offices of the academic departments, 
in dean's offices, and of the Vice President for Academic Affairs.) 
Docketed in regular order. Docket 303. 
3. 363 A proposal to request the administration to establish a UN! Academic 
Calendar Committee (see Appendix A). Docketed in regular order. 
Docket 304. 
4. 364 A report of the ROTC Oversight Committee. Docketed in regular 
order, to be circulated with the agenda for the April 23 meeting. 
Docket 305. 
5. 365 A request for emeritus status for Professor James B. Roberson. 
Docketed in regular order. Docket 306. 
DOCKET 
6. 362 303 A report from the University Committee on Curricula and the 
Graduate Council. The report was accepted and approved. 
NEW/OLD BUSINESS 
7. An amendment to the Bylaws of the University Faculty Senate regarding 
Section 3, Organization. Amendment approved. 
8. A nomination procedure for 1984. Procedure approved. 
9. The nomination committee: P. Patton, Chair, G. Peterson and M. Heller. 
The University Faculty Senate was called to order at 3:15p.m. on April 9, 1984, 
in the Management Development Center by Chairperson Remington. 
Present: Baum, Boots, Dowell, Duea, Elmer, Erickson, Evenson, Glenn, Goulet, 
Hallberg, Heller, Krogmann, Patton, Peterson, Remington, Story 
Alternates: Geadelmann for Kelly, Strein for Sandstrom. 
Absent: Richter, Hovet (ex officio). 
Members of the press were invited to identify themselves. Pam Hirsch from the 
Northern Iowan and Laura Amick from Public Information were in attendance. 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
1. Vice President Martin announced the Board of Regents would be meeting 
April 18. A request for the departmental name change would be made for the 
Information Management Department. Also, a request for two department heads to 
be appointed--Joseph Smaldino of Communicative Disorders and Steve Corbin of 
Marketing. The Vice President also reminded the Senators they will be honored 
at a reception (probably April 30) in appreciation for their service this past year. 
CALENDAR 
2. 362 A report from the University Committee on Curricula and the Graduate 
Council. 
Boots/Krogmann moved to place at the head of the docket out of regular order. 
The motion passed. Docket 303. 
3. 363 A proposal to request the administration to establish a UNI academic 
calendar committee (see Appendix A). 
Duea/Hallberg moved to docket in regular order. The motion passed. Docket 304. 
4. 364 A report of the ROTC Oversight Committee, to be distributed with the 
agenda for the April 23 meeting. The Chair noted that Darrel Hoff, the Chair of 
the Oversight Committee, had said that the report was likely to concern itself 
with procedures for evaluation of instructional personnel in the program, and 
with new appointments in the program. 
Hallberg/Erickson moved to docket in regular order. The motion passed. 
Docket 305. 
5. 365 A request for the Senate to grant an exception to the 20-year service 
requirement for emeritus status in the case of Professor James B. Roberson. 
Baum/Krogmann moved to docket in regular order. The motion passed. Docket 306. 
Story asked that someone from the department be in attendance at the Senate 
meeting to answer questions about the request. 
Krogmann/Baum moved to postpone the New/Old Business until the docket is 
completed. The motion passed. 
DOCKET 
6. 362 303 A report from the University Committee on Curricula and the Graduate 
Council. 
Heller/Goulet moved to accept the report. 
Krogmann/Story moved to consider the report by schools or colleges. The motion 
passed. 
Goulet/Patton moved to accept the School of Business proposals. 
Geadelmann asked if course 18:047 was a remedial course. 
Dr. Lott said no, it was to teach typing or terminal keyboarding. 
Goulet said this course replaces the basic typing course with a reduction of hours. 
Peterson asked what the difference was between 15:100 and 15:210. 
Goulet said the 100 course was the standard undergraduate course and the 200-level 
course was more advanced and got into labor law and antitrust. 
2 
Evenson said the graduate title was changed because they couldn't have two courses 
with the same title. The substance of the course had not changed. 
Krogmann asked what the difference was between the department numbers 14 and 18. 
Goulet said originally the department had three numbers but now had changed it 
to one. 
Hallberg said that the size of the non-teaching 
and the teaching major increased from 58 to 59. 
were hovering around 60 hours? 
major hours changed from 59 to 58 
Was there a reason the hours 
Goulet said the School of Business had no rule but they were sensitive to hours 
and the length of majors. 
The question on the motion was called. The motion passed. 
Heller/Geadelmann moved to accept the College of Education proposals. 
Story asked who would be teaching the new courses in the counseling area. 
Dean Carver said all but one of the courses are common number courses being added 
to the 300 level. 
Krogmann asked what the teaching load will be for the faculty teaching 300-level 
courses. 
Dean Carver said the average would be 8 to 11 hours: right now there are not 
enough students to justify teaching 300-level courses only. 
Dr. Lott said five of the dropped courses came from the counseling department. 
Vice President Martin said he was concerned about offering two master's degree 
programs in co~puter applications. He suggested there might be some difficulty 
in having both programs approved. 
Dr. Wohl, Chair of the Graduate College Curriculum Committee, said the graduate 
curriculum committee considered both majors together. The programs are designed 
for two separate audiences. One is for educational supervisors, such as princi-
pals, counselors, superintendents; no new courses, faculty, or money would be 
needed. The other is strictly for math secondary teachers. This one will 
require the hiring of one new person. The program will not be offered until 
the person is hired. 
Baum said the two departments worked in conjunction. The programs are different 
and both are needed. 
Krogmann asked who would take 41:272, Evaluation of Electocardiograms. 
Dr. Susann Doody said students in cardiac rehabilitation and those seeking 
certification from the American College of Sports Medicine would take the course. 
Hallberg asked Dr. Martin if he was suggesting it would be inappropriate to send 
both computer programs to the Board of Regents. Would it be better to send 
one of them next year? 
Dr. Martin said he was just stating that the two programs may be challenged, but 
he felt they could be explained. 
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Dr. Wilkinson said that ISU and SUI were contacted and neither had a similar 
program. 
The question on the motion was called. The motion passed. 
Boots/Hallberg moved to accept the College of Humanities and Fine Arts proposals. 
Geadelmann said she was concerned about the increase in the number of hours for 
Music Theatre Majors from 77 to 90. Could a student complete this major in 
four years? 
Dr. Lott said the certifying agency requires this number of hours. 
Patton said he is always concerned when a major leaves no room for electives. 
For teacher certification there would be 153 total hours. 
Glenn said this was not a teaching major but a performance degree. 
Leahy said it was not common for students entering the program to plan on 
teaching certification, but some might choose to return and be certified later. 
People in the program realize it has a large number of hours. 
Martin said he was troubled by the 90-hour program. He realizes music requires 
an enormous amount of training and maybe this should be a five-year major. 
The question on the motion was called. The motion passed. 
Baum/Peterson moved to accept the College of Natural Science proposals. 
Geadelmann questioned the 90 hours on the Manufacturing Technology Major. 
Lott said he didn't recall any discussion on this major. He said this major 
is replacing one that is being dropped. 
Goulet questioned whether there were sufficient hours in statistics within the 
major. 
Lott noted that statistics were available as electives within the major, but 
were not required. 
Dowell asked if the math department was concerned about the title change of 
33:012 to Descriptive Geometry. 
Wilkinson said some areas no department owns--such as logic, statistics or geometry. 
Geometry is not the sole domain of the math department. He assumes the math 
department has no problem with this change. 
Duea said it would be helpful 
the questions of the Senate. 
be able to respond. 
if someone from the department were here to answer 
When colleagues ask her questions she would like to 
The Chair called the Senate's attention to the fact that the Senate role in the 
curricular process had been, by the Senate's own agreement, to deal with appeals 
from decisions made at the departmental and collegiate levels, with appeals by 
departments or colleges from decisions of the curriculum committee or the graduate 
council, or with the resolution of disagreements between the curriculum committee 
and the graduate council. The Senate is also responsible for curriculum policy 
for the entire university, and he did not question the right of the Senate or 
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that of any Senator to raise any question at all regarding the curriculum proposal. 
He did, however, suggest that it was unwise, and perhaps harmful to the integrity 
of the curricular process, for the Senate to involve itself with substantive 
questions over program proposals, since to do so would seem to imply that the 
Senate was better prepared to determine what is proper for a given program than 
are the professionals most closely related to the area in question. Similarly, 
he questioned the wisdom of raising such issues for Senate discussion as whether 
one department or another within a given college had purview over particular 
courses. Such matters were presumably handled in collegiate curricular commit-
tees, and should be considered by the Senate only if there were an appeal from 
a department which felt that its case had not been properly heard at the collegiate 
level or by the University Curriculum Committee. 
Duea said that she felt she understood the Chair's concern, but that she did not 
believe it was the Chair's intention to suggest that the Senate should be a 
rubber stamp. If the Senate sought clarification on a curricular proposal, 
representatives of the originating body or bodies should be on hand to respond. 
The Chair said that he agreed completely with Senator Duea's position, and that 
it was emphatically not his intention to blunt her criticism. He noted that 
several colleges seemed unrepresented at the curricular meeting, and that he 
found this fact not only puzzling and irritating, but appalling. He said that 
he wished to see this view reflected in the minutes. 
Dowell said many of the industrial technology courses terminated with the state-
ment "consent of instructor." Does that mean the prerequisite can be waived. 
Lott said yes, that was the department policy. The instructor monitors this. 
Wohl said a course offering "g" credit should be limited to junior, senior or 
graduates. Therefore, the Graduate Council insists on prerequisites to "g" 
level courses. Sometimes an advanced sophmore who is qualified may be permitted 
to take the course after discussing this with an instructor. 
Baum said sometimes a prerequisite is not necessary to the course but assures 
a maturity level that is necessary to the course. 
The question on the motion was called. The motion passed. 
Story/Duea moved to accept the College of Social and Behavioral Sciences proposals. 
The question on the motion was called. The motion passed. 
The question on the main motion to accept the report was called. The motion passed. 
The Chair thanked Dr. Lott and Dr. Wohl for attending the meeting and for their 
work on the Curriculum Committee. 
Krogmann moved and it was unanimously seconded to thank Dr. Lott for his years 
of service on the Curriculum Committee. Motion passed by acclaim. 
NEW/OLD BUSINESS 
7. The Chair made a proposal to the Senate for an alteration in the Senate 
Bylaws, Section 3, Organization (new additions are underlined): 
5 
At the last meeting of the spring semester, the Senate shall elect, from its 
elected members, a Chairperson and a Vice Chairperson to take office at the 
beginning of the fall semester. Normally, nominations for the offices will be 
made by a nominating committee composed of out-going Senate members. However, 
the Senate may decide in~ particular semester~ 2/3 majority~ members 
present and voting~~ Senate meeting for which this matter has been announced, 
~ least ~week previously ~ ~ i tern ~ business) to suspend this nominating 
procedure for the election in question and~ substitute, for that election, 
another nominating procedure that seems~ appropriate and/or workable. In 
any case, the procedure used shall permit nominations~ be made from the Senate 
floor prior~ the election. The Chairperson of the Senate shall normally 
designate the Registrar or his/her representative as the secretary of the Senate. 
Krogmann/Story moved to accept the amendment. The motion passed. 
8. The Chair proposed a nomination procedure for 1984. 
Let lottery slips be distributed to each Senator, with each being asked to 
indicate thereon either a willingness to serve the Senate as an elected officer 
or a refusal to accept nomination to such office. All completed slips will be 
placed in a container and presented to the Chair of the Faculty. The Faculty 
Chair will then draw names, one at a time, from the container until three names, 
each of which has indicated an unwillingness to serve as a Senate officer, are 
collected. The three people so named will form the 1984 Senate nominating 
committee, with the first name drawn--as announced by the Faculty Chair--serving 
as committee Chair~ tern to call the committee together. Subsequently the 
committee can decide on its own chair. All lottery slips used in the deter-
mination of the nominating committee will then be turned over by the Faculty 
Chair to the committee's ~tern chair for use by the committee in its 0\>10 
deliberations. Subsequently, the committee will function in the same fashion 
as the Senate's usual nominating committees have. 
Boots/Baum moved to accept the proposed nomination procedure. Motion passed. 
In the absence of the Faculty Chair, the Senate Secretary supervised the lottery. 
9. The nomination committee for 1984 is Philip Patton, Chair, Gerald Peterson 
and Marvin Heller. The committee is to report to the Senate on April 23, 1984. 
Chairperson Remington strongly urges all colleges and schools to hold elections 
as speedily as possible and asks those in charge of college elections to notify 
Philip Patton of election results immediately by telephone. 
Boots/Baum moved the Senate adjourn. l1otion passed. 
The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Mary Engen 
Secretary 
These minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests 
are filed with the secretary of the Senate within two weeks of this date, 
Tuesday, April 17, 1984. 
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APPENDIX A 
A Motion Requesting the U.N.I. President 
to Establish an 
Academic Calendar Committee 
The Senate requects that th~ President of the University 
appoint a committee to consist of the Registrar, the Assistant to 
the Vice President for Academic Affairs, and the Faculty 
Chairperson--with the Registrar acting as chair of the 
committee. 
The Senate asks that this committee solicit input from all 
sectors of the U.N.I. academic community which it deems relevant, 
consider possible modifications to the U.I.I. Academic Calendar, 
and recommend to the Senate--by the end of the Fall. 1984, 
semester--an appropriate format for future academic calendars. 
("Format" here is to be understood as an algorithmic formula 
which would include the number of class days, a determination of 
length and time of vacation periods, days on which semesters 
would begin and end, days on which half-semester sessions would 
open and close, and echedules for final exam periods and 
commencement--as well as any other salient elements the committee 
might find relevant for inclusion.) 
The Senate will then either approve this format, or make 
alterations in it. In either cace, when a format is approved by 
the Senate, the committee shall then draft subsequent academic 
calendars according to this format. A calendar drafted by the 
committee in accord with the approved format shall be announced 
to the University community, and will automatically become the 
"official" university calendar within two months of its 
publication, unlesc the Faculty Senate within that time agrees to 
consider a formal appeal lodged against the proposed calendar. 
Suggestions for alteration in the calendar format should be 
forwarded to the Registrar for consideration by the Calendar 
Committee. This committee shall, on a yearly basis, report to the 
Senate, making such recommendations as it thinks appropriate for 
modifications in the established calendar format. 
